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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 41-42, 45-46, 47-50, 62-63, 65, and 66-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being anticipated by US 5,918,217 Maggioncalda et al in view of US 2003/0208427 Peters et al 

As to Claim 41, Maggioncalda discloses the invention substantially as claimed including 
in a system configured to output financial investment advice regarding investments in an 
investment portfolio (Abstract) associated with a designated goal based, at least, on an investor's 
risk and investment profile data information provided by a user (Col. 13, line 9 to Col. 14, line 
47, particularly Col. 13, lines 59-64; Fig. 8), the system comprising: 

a front-end (Col. 6, lines 25-29) including a plurality of graphical user interfaces 
configured to receive a user's identification of an investor's risk and investment profile data (Col. 
10, line 31 to Colli, line 18; Figs. 4, 5b, 9, 12a and 12b); 
and 

a back-end (Col. 6, lines 25-29) configured to, at the direction of the user via the front- 
end, identify one or more recommended investments, and an allocation of funds among those 
investments (Col. 9, lines 29-62; Fig 4, ele. 430; Fig 13), based on the investor's risk and 
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investment profile, a time horizon and a type of the designated goal). (Col. 13, line 9 to Col. 14, 
line 47, particularly Col. 13, lines 59-64; Fig. 8); 

wherein the front-end displays on a graphical user interface a risk allocation of at least 
one investor account among a plurality of investments (Fig. 12a; Col. 16, lines 26-51), an 
adjustable target allocation of the at least one investor account among a plurality of investments 
(Fig. 12b; Col. 16, lines 52-67) and a designated goal (Fig. 9, "Goal $55,000"). 

Maggiocalda does not specifically disclose other details of the claim limitations. Peters 
discloses these limitations as follows: 

the back end (paras. 64-67) identifies the investor and at least one investor account from the 
investment profile data (para. 25, "personalized investment advice"), wherein the back-end 
quantifies the designated goal from at least one response to at least one goal question presented to 
the user by the front-end (para. 26), wherein the back end quantifies the investor's risk tolerance 
from at least one response to at least one risk tolerance question presented to the user by the front- 
end (para. 26), wherein the back-end creates a risk allocation of the at least one investor account 
among a plurality of investments that satisfies the investor's risk tolerance (para. 28), and wherein 
the front-end displays on a graphical user interface (paras. 25-28) a current allocation of the at least 
one investor account among the plurality of investments (Fig. 18, ele. 1810; para. 94), the risk 
allocation of the at least one investor account among the plurality of investments (Fig. 1 8, ele. 
1812; para. 94), a target allocation of the at least one investor account among the plurality of 
investments (Fig. 18, ele. 1812; para. 94), and the designated goal (Fig. 19, ele. 1928), wherein the 
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target allocation is an allocation of the a least one investor account among the plurality of 
investments chosen by the user (Figs, 8, 10, 12; paras. 86-91) . 

See also Summary and Background of the Invention. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in that art at the time of the invention 
to modify Maggiocalda to include the limitations disclosed by Peters because this would 
provided a more sophisticated risk-based advisory system which included identification of asset 
classes tailored to an investor's risk profile. See Peters at paras. 0019 to 0031, at least. Note 
that both references are drawn to risk-based portfolio advisory systems and are classified in Class 
705, subclass 36. 

Regarding Claim 42, Maggioncalda further discloses data input and analysis with 
respect to an investment marketplace at Abstract and Col. 7, line 8 to Col. 8, line 3, and 
allocation of funds based on recited parameters at Fig. 8 and Col. 13, line 9 to Col. 14, line 47. 

Concerning Claim 45, Maggioncalda discloses goals of education of a child and 
purchasing a home at Col. 13, lines 52-55. 

Regarding Claim 46, Maggioncalda discloses a warning at Col. 13, lines 9-42 and Fig. 

7c. 

Regarding Claim 47, Maggioncalda discloses the invention substantially as claimed. 
See the discussion of Claim 1 . Maggioncalda does not specifically disclose consideration of the 
recited rates of return and standard deviation. Official Notice is taken that it was old and well 
known at the time of the invention to consider such information in investment advisory 
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processes. For example, the recited rates were indicators of investments as value or growth 
investments and standard deviation was an indicator of volatility of an investment. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to includes these 
considerations in the investment advisory method of Maggioncalda because this would make for 
improved quality of investment advice. See Maggioncalda at fig 5a. 

With respect to Claim 48, Maggioncalda discloses an investment proposal at Fig. 4 5 
eles. 430 and 420. 

With respect to Claim 49, Maggioncalda discloses a goal-based calculator at Fig. Col. 
1, lines 38-48. 

Regarding Claim 50, Maggioncalda discloses quantification of a goal at Fig. 4, ele. 420, 
"goal of $1 17,849 in retirement at age 65". 

Regarding Claims 62-63, they are method forms of Claims 41 and 42 and are rejected in 
a like manner. 

Regarding Claims 65 and 67, see the discussion of Claims 62 and 45-46. 
As to Claim 66, see the discussion of Claims 45 and 62. 
Claim 68 is a method form of Claim 47 and is rejected in a like manner. 
Regarding Claims 69, see the discussion of Claims 62 and 48. 
Regarding Claim 70-71, see the discussion of Claims 62 and 50. 

Claims 43-44, 51-61, 64, 72-75 and 77-81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 5,918,217 Maggioncalda et al in view of US 2003/0208427 Peters et al 
and further in view of US 6,430,542 Moran. 
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As to Claim 43, Maggioncalda discloses the invention substantially as claimed, 
including outputting via the front-end data indicating recommended potential investments for an 
investment portfolio associated with a designated goal. See Fig. 4 and related text. See also the 
discussion of Maggioncalda does not specifically disclose that the system recognizes 
relationships between multiple investors. Moran discloses this limitation at Fig. 10 and Col. 12, 
lines 53-64. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Maggioncalda to include the recognition of relationships among investors in 
investments disclosed by Moran because this would consider the economic effects of portfolio 
decisions on related groups rather than disparate individuals. See Moran at Col. 12, lines 56-64. 

Concerning Claim 44, Moran discloses a husband/wife relationship at Col. 12, line 59. 

As to Claim 51, Maggioncalda further discloses a Recommended Purchase screen at Fig. 
4, ele. 430. Moran discloses an Investor/Goal Manager screen at Fig. 17, an Asset Allocation 
screen at Fig. 23, a Portfolio Analytics screen at Fig. 12 and a proposal Generation screen at Fig. 
45. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
add the screens disclosed by Moran to those of Maggioncalda because this would provide fuller 
functionality for the advisory method of Maggioncalda. 

With respect to Claim 52, see Moran at Figs. 10-27. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Maggioncalda with the creation 
of investors groups and account addition functions disclosed by Moran because this would allow 
advisors to customize information on investors for the advisory process. 

Concerning Claim 53, Moran discloses consideration of progress to a goal at Col. 2, 
lines 11-30. 
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With respect to Claim 54, Maggioncalda discloses review of mutual funds at Fig. 5a 
and Col 10 5 lines 20-30. 

Concerning Claim 55, Official Notice is taken that customization of proposals for 
particular customers by selecting subsets of data was old and well known at the time of the 
invention. For example, an advisor might wish to provide a greater number of exhibits for the 
more detail-oriented customer. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Maggioncalda with this feature to provide proposals most 
accessible to each customer. 

Concerning Claims 56-58, Maggioncalda discloses a General Asset Allocation report 
associated with a designated goal at Figs. 5a, 12a, 12b, 14a and 14b. See also Col. 3, liens 29- 
60, Col. 8, line 5 to Col. 9, line 62 and Col. 16, lines 26-67. 

As to Claim 59, Maggioncalda discloses a retirement module at Col. 18, lines 26-38. 

Regarding Claim 60, Moran discloses an entry port screen having links to navigational 
icons that trigger associated screens at Fig. 3. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the entry screen of Moran in the method of 
Maggioncalda because this would provide a logical point to begin the advisory process and give 
access to successor functions. 

With respect to Claim 61, Moran discloses successor options at Fig. 2, eles. 77-79. 

Regarding Claim 64, it is the method form of Claim 43 and is rejected in a like manner. 

Concerning Claims 72-73, see the discussion of Claims 70 and 51. 

Regarding Claims 74-75 and 82-84, see the discussion of the respective Claims from 
which they depend and Claims 53-55 and 57-58. 
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Claim 85 is a method form of Claim 60 and is rejected in a like manner. 
Claim 86 is a method form of Claim 61 and is rejected in a like manner. 

Response to Arguments 
At pages 15-17, Applicants argue that the prior art of record does not show the 
simultaneous display of three allocations on a single screen. This is not claimed. The claim 
language recites that a front-end displays on a graphical user interface three allocations and a 
goal. First, there is no recitation that the display of these elements is simultaneous or on a single 
screen. The phrasing "a front-end displays on a graphical user interface ..." clearly means that a 
GUI performs the display; use of a GUI allows for display of such information across multiple 
screens. GUIs are understood in the computer arts to include multiple windows (screen elements 
for display) and certainly are not limited to single screen display. See the Microsoft Press 
Computer Dictionary at page 220 for support of this contention. If Applicants intend that the 
claimed invention be limited to display of the recited four elements on a single screen, they 
should so amend. 

As to applicants' argument at pages 17-19 regarding the amendment of the claims to 
recite that the target allocation is adjustable, see the discussion of Maggioncalda, which 
discloses an adjustable target allocation distinct from a risk allocation. 

At page 19 Applicants argue that there is nothing in the prior art of record suggesting 
combination of the references. In response to this argument that there is no suggestion to 
combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where 
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there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art See In re 
Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 
USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, one of ordinary skill in the art would combine the 
references because of their common subject matter of portfolio management and advisory service 
to investors and the advantages that would accrue form having the variety of information useful 
in making investment decisions. 

The rejections are maintained. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles Kyle whose telephone number is (571) 272-6746. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 to 3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on (571) 272-6747. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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